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There is an attachment to Serial 42 but because it expresses no concern for the 
factual accuracy of the Commission’s Sport’s text I am led to believe that the ever- 
fliligent FBI should have had another attachment. As you will see, this one is limited 
to "cover the Bureau’s..." 

However, this attachment discloses the FBI’s own interpretation of the JFK 
records it provided to the Commission, the records the Commission published with the 
FBI’b assent, (in fact at White House order.) 

I believe thiB constitutes a waiver on all such records. 

let the items listed as published include the same kinds of information the FBI 
now, almost 15 years later, is withholding from me. If there was no need for such 
withholding contemporaneously there would appear not to be any need for any such 
withholding now, 15 years later. 

You will note in reading this memo that it expresses no concern over any pos- 
sible harm from this extensive publication of Bureau records - three months after 
that publication. I believe that this establishes the fact that there was no harm. 

The expressed concerns are over possible embarrassment and criticisms. It does not 
make reference to any that surfaced in the prior three months. 

In th3 processing of DFC records on the assassination there was extenuive with- 
holding of SA and other FBI names# This practise also taints other FOIA processing. 

To the proofs I have oarlit-r provided, that all such names are known and had been 
disclosed by the FBI, albeit not in all cases permitting the association of ni>mes 
with relevant records, I add the next page of Serial 42. It lists the names of each 
of the DFO agents assigned to review each of the Commission’s 26 volumes. 

Serial 91 is enclosed net because it does not dispute the quoted allegations by 
Lee **arvey Oswald -that the DFO sought to intimidate his wife - but because the tet 
last sentence refers to records not provided* 

"The above information not (aic) relating to allegations against SA Ho sty, have 
insaoctess previosuly been reviewed by the Bureau, and no further action is warranted." 

In fact SA Hosty is not the only agent who was disciplined. The records remain 
withheld. These arc records of historical significance. Vith the fact of the disci- 
plining public and particularly with the passing of time I believe that this informa- 
tion should not continue to be withheld. I add to this that there has been testimony 
before Congressional committees, including by these agents. SA Hosty, for examplp^, 
recently testified to the House assassins cornet tec:. 

Although it does not appear to be normal Bureau practise SA Hosty has discussed 
hiss testimony with the press at some length, which accounts for my kno^redge, the 
committee having conducted this and most of its other proceedings in secret, star- 
chamber sessions. 


